4/12/69 
Year Dick (copy to John), 


Your two meilings of the 9th end thet of the 10th arrived this e.m 
4+ heve scanned them, for + haven't tite for cereful reedince. They sre tor 
voluminous. in generel, I om in completexseccord., I heve read John's letter 
Blso. let ‘ie make 9 few sucrestions and offer m me opinions. 


First, lL sssure you thst my writing on thie is not immediate, ent my 
intended use is in AGENT OS¥ALD, of which, you mey recall, I told you a third 
will bs on his freming. 1 heve much not r lated to the eubject of your end Iohn's 
interest on this, very, very much end come of the most significence neteriel I 
or enyone else fas dug up. I thet I will ont want technics1 writing, elthough I 
mey weel want the results of testing simply psrephresed. 


Second, I have en sdventege over you in heving seen sone of Yonn's 
work, He is en excellent photogrepher snd he hes on excellent working knowledges 
of the weepon, Further, hé is «leo in 2 position to do rtner kinds of testing, 
i recommend thet we do sll the initiesl testing smong ourselves, for involving 
even friendly police invelves those who, pertorce, work regulerly with the FBI. 
If John cen make & deel with L°N% (I epree with your surreetion here end will 
hyve further suggestion: if “chn ie in eceord), they will undoubtedly do their 
own photography snd esn do whet we cannot dream of (no reflection on “ohn, His 
stuff is good, ss is his equipment). I heve slready sugeested to John thet he 
try ond project the error on the short renee to the ectuel dictenees involved 
beceuse he has a contraption thet locks tis rifle iy plece. Vne tsrgets should 
be effective, 


You beth muct recornize thet in thie you ure mekirsc s basie ssssult 
on the integrity, which slso mesns the intentions, of the FBI, which rlso mens 
Hoover. Ie LOOK willing te an this? ! 


i suggest thet there be two formuletions, the precise, earelul, 
detsiles scientific one, i portent in history, i° present work 6n4 understending, 
6nd 68 backstopping for the second, the popular ong, the one tiuat could interest 
the LOOK sudience. i also believe thet rerardlese of coutent, it is more 
seleabla snd more comprehensible in terms of the freming of Csweld, «where the 
inherent criticism will be no jes: severe but phresed gifferently, as, wrheps, 
“ravier hinself put it in New Orlesns, 1 dia only whet 4 wes told (shede> of 
“uremburg!). Title: Oswald wes Fremea". Subtitle, "Bor the first time, the 
bellistics proof". ‘e interpret bellistics very broadly, for believe the most 
comprehensible tert of the whoéle thing remeins the clin in the rifle when it 
wes found. These sre the pictures I will teke as soon es possible. The rifle 
does not yet hove the sight molinted for they hed to get «nother tap. 


If your citetion of the Hoover letter to John is identicsl with whet 
1 cite in (HITWCAGH, onky, but 1 seem to recall © lom, unsigned report on the 
seerching for the source of the ammo that 1 elso cited end might fit well here. 


On the Archives pictures Joan wents tsken, « sugsest 1 go there, srmed 
with jis letter ana supervise this. “e und you cpell it all sut sizply, 1 give 
theletter to tre photog, ete. I can elso get -oleroids mece, ins 4 have the 
good one, with the Zeiss lens. John know whet pictures 1 have ned mede for myself 
this wey. “e hes seen them. I meade this suggestion on "stretch": "e heve them use 
the cemers providing the larrest negetive end with Close-up lenses get os tight 
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ef possible. Then 1 try snd get the undeveloped negatives, have them develoned 
end printed here, and send John the negatives for his own wor*, his own enlsregins. 
I think thst taois sey it might be possible te cet a messurement thet may prove 
your point. I'd also orefer not to lesve copies of the prctures there for those 

so carefully checking on us to reed our int+ntions. 


if they go for this end went to gn further, + heve the beet 
evidence yet thst Uswald wus fremed with the bellistics stuff end they cen heseve 
thet for s second piece. However, 1 heve every reas-n to believe 1 am not populat 
at LOOK, hsving been sent there by 6 Congressmen in 1965. He sent me to @ senior 
editor he knew. Taey were very emberrassed. 1 also clobbered Xnebel, remember, 
end tuis mesnt them. Yet there is en extre editorisl eppesl in the three of us 
if John tells them his ¢collaborstors sere ea professor of elsassics and en experienced 
investigstor-enslyst without neming namee to begin with. 1f LO64% does not go for 
this, 1 heve s kind of entry to another pudlicution end when I uesr fron them, 
which should be soon, + ned vlenned to offer them the psrts of my interest. I will 
not now and will wait to heara from the two of youe But what an unusual lineup: 
e pathologist, @ classicist «nd an investigstor, on a peice like this! Makes a 
good switch, end switches often have appeal in themselves. 


I me in touch with neorle unknown to either of youe I expect one of 
these soon. 4~e was close tn the Xennedys. 4ie has expressed en interest, deleyed 
eeceuse of the excesses of one of the more unserupulous "critics". I hed plenned 
to show him what interests me, for thougn ne is on intellectusl, he cen elso be 
impressed by the granhic. Uniess + hesr otherwiss, 1 will assume it is okey to 
mention the cases es a genérslity, in confidence. “lso, here is the possibility 
thst despite the vigor of my letters, 1 may heve & kind of federel rapport. *his 
could be tne kind of thing thst cotld nheip taere. Sor the coneat + heve no intention 
of in eny wey indicating it. But I think you can understena the vossibilities for 
the future. 1 do not heve reference to tie FBI or its hesd. “ather, to professionals, 
like lewyers. I would not ellude to tl msterial of either of you without your 
assent. ~ Werted you to know tais for the time when you might, if it deBelops, be 
what you micht went. 


“y own sheedule is thet 1 spend every minute 1 can get working on 
sugrestions for “ohn in hi> suit. 1 heve something very new on the spectro em 
other things, just got. It will be long end cetseiled. But tas:e sre mejor dunks 
out of every dey. + hve Ked to ley eside my own urgent legel needs to do this. 

+ heve & lewyer vse Vell eni there ure things he wents enc needs, and much is at 
stake. Also, * heve urgent work neeis on the helicopter mit, where I think I em 
getting 6 new lowyor, th old one having gone to the west coust. 1 hve Hed to ley 
my own writing «side. “nowing whet * heve been working on , you mow xhst this 
mesne end how little 1 went to. + heve importent new developments there I cannot 
nox go into (No word from lincoln). 


I think whet “ohn writes sbout the difficulty of hand-leading that 
weepon is tne second most telling thing photrrerapnice ly for e populer presenta- 
tion. . run of pix there could be wow! It elso is comprehensible to t!.e ley mind, 
simple end sasy to understsnd. “er‘iculerly if in the caurse of this we get similiar 
demare. «..1t hes been so Inne since 1 read the testimony, but froniom where I heave 
the innression there was teetimery sevine thet the tolt fsce in itself wee us die= 
tinctive 9s 6 fingerprint end inveriable mer*xed the case. if not Frazier, cold : 
it heve been Shanerfelt? I mry hyve omitted exs-r things on ~hich I should hove 
commented, tut before pettine horred down I wnted to get sote kind of snswer out 
en the shence 1 cen ret into town to mail this todey. 
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vinecerely, 
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